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Attribute to their robustness against loss and external noise, nonreciprocal photonic devices hold
great promise for applications in quantum information processing. Recent advancements have
demonstrated that nonreciprocal optical transmission in linear systems can be achieved through
the strategic introduction of loss. However, a crucial question remains unanswered: can loss be
harnessed as a resource for generating nonreciprocal quantum correlations? Here, we take a counter-
intuitive stance by engineering loss to generate a novel form of nonreciprocal quantum correlations,
termed nonreciprocal photon blockade. We examine a dissipative three-cavity system comprising
two nonlinear cavities and a linear cavity. The interplay of loss and nonlinearity leads to a robust
nonreciprocal single- and two-photon blockade, facilitated by destructive quantum interference. Fur-
thermore, we demonstrate the tunability of this nonreciprocal photon blockade by manipulating the
relative phase between the two nonlinear cavities. Remarkably, this allows for the reversal of the
direction of nonreciprocity. Our study not only sheds new light on the concept of loss-engineered
quantum nonreciprocity but also opens up a unique pathway for the design of quantum nonreciprocal
photonic devices.

I. INTRODUCTION

Nonreciprocal photonic devices play a vital role in
quantum information processing due to their exceptional
capability to effectively segregate backscattering noises
from signals [1]. Beyond conventional magneto-optical
nonreciprocal devices [2], optical nonreciprocity can be
achieved through magnet-free approaches, including time
modulation [3], non-Hermitian structure [4–6], nonlinear-
ity [7–11], artificial gauge field [12–14], and moving me-
dia [15–17]. A recent and notable development in this
field is the emergence of nonreciprocal photon blockade
(PB) [18–22], a novel form of directional quantum corre-
lations, serving as a unique counterpart to classical non-
reciprocity. This phenomenon has evolved into a pow-
erful tool for unidirectionally creating and manipulating
few photons, enabling promising applications in single-
photon isolators [23, 24], circulator [9], and routers [25].
The predictions of nonreciprocal PB span various sys-
tems, including spinning resoantors [20, 26–31], asym-
metric cavities [32, 33], and chiral devices [34–38]. In ex-
perimental settings, nonreciprocal PB has been observed
in a microdisk coupled with a scatterer [21] and in a
Fabry-Pérot cavity strongly coupled to atoms [22]. More-
over, the concept of quantum nonreciprocity extends
widely across various fields, encompassing phenomena
such as nonreciprocal phonon (magnon) blockade or las-
ing [39–44], nonreciprocal solitons [45] or chaos [46], non-
reciprocal single-photon band structures [47], and one-
way quantum ground-state cooling [48, 49] or directional
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entanglement [50, 51].

Loss is an inherent aspect of realistic systems and often
poses challenges in quantum information processing, tra-
ditionally considered a hindrance. It is imperative to ad-
dress these challenges and develop innovative approaches
to protect quantum effects [52–54] against losses. In
particular, loss, typically perceived as detrimental, has
been found to play a constructive role in recent ex-
periments on loss-induced lasing revival [55], and loss-
assisted metasurface [56]. Also, loss has been effectively
employed to induce PB revival [57], transparency [58–
60], non-Hermitian skin effects [61], and topological exci-
tations [62]. Very recently, an elegant strategy has been
devised to achieve nonreciprocal transmission with the
assistance of loss [63, 64] and a new field of loss-induced
nonreciprocity is emerging. However, current investiga-
tions predominantly concentrate on nonreciprocal optical
transmission, while exploration of the quantum correla-
tions of photons remains absent. It remains unknown
whether loss can serve as a resource for achieving nonre-
ciprocal quantum correlations.

In this article, we introduce a counterintuitive mecha-
nism to achieve nonreciprocal PB, a novel type of non-
reciprocal quantum correlations, by leveraging the influ-
ence of loss. Our study focuses on a dissipative three-
cavity configuration consisting of two nonlinear cavities
and a linear cavity. Through the intricate interplay be-
tween Kerr nonlinearity and loss engineering, we dis-
cover that single-photon blockade (1PB) characterized by
a high transmission coefficient and two-photon blockade
(2PB), can be selectively achieved by driving the system
from one direction while failing from the other. Further-
more, we demonstrate the ability to control the direction
of nonreciprocity in both classical and quantum regimes
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by tuning the relative phase between the two nonlinear
cavities. This research marks an initial stride in the field
of loss-engineered quantum nonreciprocity, not only of-
fering advantages for chiral photonic communication and
backaction-immune quantum sensing, but also advancing
potential generalization to various quantum nonrecipro-
cal effects in the future, such as, nonreciprocal macro-
scopic quantum superposition [65, 66], quantum squeez-
ing [67], and another types of quantum correlations [68].

II. PHYSICAL SYSTEM AND STEADY-STATE
BEHAVIOR

We consider a dissipative three-cavity system of two
nonlinear cavities a and c, and a linear resonator b, as
shown in Figure 1(a). In units of ℏ = 1, the system can
be described by the Hamiltonian

Ĥ = ωaâ
†â+ ωcĉ

†ĉ+ ωbb̂
†b̂+ Uaâ

†â†ââ+ Ucĉ
†ĉ†ĉĉ

+ (Jace
iθâĉ† + Jabâb̂

† + Jbcĉb̂
† +H.c.), (1)

where â, ĉ and b̂ are the annihilation operators for pho-
tons in the three resonators with resonance frequen-
cies ωa, ωc and ωb, respectively. Jac is the coupling
strength between cavities a and c, and it contains a
nonzero phase factor θ. In addition to considering di-
rectly complex coupling interactions, the coupling with
phase factor can also be realized indirectly by using
nonlinear and temporal modulation [64]. Jab (Jbc) de-
notes the coupling strength between the nonlinear cavity
a (c) and the linear cavity b. For whispering-gallery-
mode resonator, the evanescent coupling of double res-
onators can be changed by adjusting the distance be-
tween them [69]. Ua(c) = ℏω2

a(c)c0n2/(n0Veff ) is the Kerr

nonlinear parameter with the nonlinear (linear) refractive
index n2 (n0), the speed of light in vacuum c0, and the
effective mode volume of resonator Veff .
In order to detect the nonreciprocal characters of the

system, a weak driving laser with frequency ωd and am-
plitude Ω is input into the cavity a or cavity c. Thus the
driving term is described by

Ĥd = Ω(d̂†e−iωpt + d̂eiωpt), (2)

where d̂ = â or ĉ. In a rotating frame with respect to the
driving frequency ωp, the total Hamiltonian becomes

Ĥt = ∆aâ
†â+∆cĉ

†ĉ+∆bb̂
†b̂+ Uaâ

†â†ââ+ Ucĉ
†ĉ†ĉĉ

+ (Jace
iθâĉ† + Jabâb̂

† + Jbcĉb̂
† +H.c.)

+ Ω(d̂† + d̂), (3)

where ∆a(c,b) = ωa(c,b) − ωp is the frequency detuning
between the cavity mode and the driving field. Thus the
time-evolution dynamics obeys the master equation [70–
72],

∂ρ̂

∂t
= − i[Ĥt, ρ̂] +

κa

2
L[â]ρ̂+ κc

2
L[ĉ]ρ̂+ κb

2
L[b̂]ρ̂, (4)

where ρ̂ is the density operator and L[ô] = 2ôρ̂ô†−(ô†ôρ̂+
ρ̂ô†ô) describes a Lindbland term for operator ô. κa, κc

and κb, are loss strengths for the three cavities, respec-
tively. The loss strength κb can be engineered by plac-
ing a chromium-coated silica-nanofiber tip in the vicinity
of the microcavity b, featuring strong absorption in the
1550 nm band [55]. The strength of absorption can be
enlarged by increasing the overlap volume between the
cavity mode and the nanotip, resulting in a widening of
the linewidth without a significant change in resonance
frequency [55]. In the above master equation, the ther-
mal effects have been neglected due to the high resonant
frequencies for the three optical cavities.
To understand the flow of photons, one can calculate

the transmission coefficients

Ta→c =
⟨ĉ†outĉout⟩

P a
in

=
κaκc

Ω2
⟨ĉ†ĉ⟩,

Tc→a =
⟨â†outâout⟩

P c
in

=
κaκc

Ω2
⟨â†â⟩, (5)

for the photons transmitted from cavity a (c) to cavity
c (a). Here ⟨·⟩ denotes quantum expectation with respect
to a steady state and we have utilized the the input-
output relation [73]. When the system is driven from the
left side (cavity a), we have P a

in = Ω2/κa for the input
field and ĉout =

√
κcĉ for the output field. While the

system is driven from the right side (cavity c), we have
P c
in = Ω2/κc and âout =

√
κaâ. If the perfect trans-

mission from cavity a to cavity c takes place, we have
Ta→c = 1, and vice versa.
To characterize the quantum correlations among the

transmitted photons, one can calculate the equal-time
second-order and third-order correlation functions in the
steady state [70]

g(n)a→c(0) =
⟨ĉ†noutĉnout⟩
⟨ĉ†outĉout⟩n

=
⟨ĉ†nĉn⟩
⟨ĉ†ĉ⟩n

,

g(n)c→a(0) =
⟨â†noutânout⟩
⟨â†outâout⟩n

=
⟨â†nân⟩
⟨â†â⟩n

, (6)

for the photons output from cavity c and cavity a,
respectively, and n = 2, 3. Given a steady state,

g
(2)
a→c(0) [g

(2)
c→a(0)] > 1 and g

(2)
a,c(0) [g

(2)
c→a(0)] < 1 corre-

spond to super-Poissonian statistics (bunching) and sub-
Poissonian statistics (antibunching), respectively. In the

case of perfect 1PB, we have g
(2)
a→c(0) [g

(2)
c→a(0)] → 0 [70].

For the 2PB takes place, we have g
(2)
a→c(0) [g

(2)
c→a(0)] > 1

and g
(3)
a→c(0) [g

(3)
c→a(0)] < 1.

For a nonlinear system, it is very hard to solve the
equations (5,6) analytically. Thus, we numerically sim-
ulate the dynamics by using the qutip [71]. For a weak
pump field (Ω ≪ {κa, κc}), the population in one-photon
states is much larger than the one in two-photon states,
which are almost unaffected by the nonlinearity of the
system. Therefore, the Kerr term in Hamiltonian (1)
can be ignored in the transmission behavior, and one can
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FIG. 1. Nonreciprocal photon blockade (PB) induced by the loss of a auxiliary cavity. (a) The system includes two nonlinear

cavities a, c with strong Kerr nonlinearity χ(3) and a linear cavity b with a engineered loss κb. The two nonlinear cavities
are directly coupled with each other with the strength Jac and the phase factor θ, and are coupled to a linear cavity with
the strengths Jab and Jbc, respectively. κa, κc, and κb are the loss strength of the corresponding cavities, respectively. (b, c)
Physical mechanism illustration for nonreciprocal PB via the two-channel interference induced by the loss and the nonlinearity-
induced anharmonicity of energy spectrum. For forward transmission (a → c), photon is output from the cavity c one by one
because of the nonlinearity-induced anharmonicity of the eigenenergy spectrum. For backward transmission (c → a), due to
the destructive interference of photons in the two channels (i.e. the direct channel c → a and the indirect channel c → b → a),
resulting in the significant reduction of one-photon population in cavity a, thus the output light exhibits bunching effect.

analytically calculate the transmission coefficient of the
system in the frequency domain [12, 13]. According to
the method given in [72], one can derive the quantum
Langevin equations for the annihilation operators

d

dt
â =−

(
iωa +

κa

2

)
â− iJace

−iθ ĉ− iJabb̂+
√
κaâin,

d

dt
ĉ =−

(
iωc +

κc

2

)
ĉ− iJace

iθâ− iJbcb̂+
√
κcĉin,

d

dt
b̂ =−

(
iωb +

κb

2

)
b̂− iJabb̂− iJbcĉ+

√
κbb̂in, (7)

where âin, ĉin, and b̂in are the input operators within
environments noises.

By introducing the vectors of the operators,

ûT = (â, ĉ, b̂), vTin = (âin, ĉin, b̂in),Γ = diag(κa, κc, κb),
(8)

we can rewritten the Langevin equations as

d

dt
û = −iMu+

√
Γvin, (9)

with

M =

ωa − iκa

2 Jace
−iθ Jab

Jace
iθ ωc − iκc

2 Jbc
Jab Jbc ωb − iκb

2

 . (10)

By using the Fourier transformation, the solution of
equation (9) can be given as

u(ω) = −i(M − ωI)−1
√
Γvin(ω), (11)

where I is the unit matrix. Using the input-output re-
lation in the frequency domain, uout(ω) = −uin(ω) +

√
Γu(ω), the scattering coefficient matrix of the system

reads

S(ω) =
uout

uin
= −i

√
Γ(M − ωI)−1Γ− I. (12)

Setting ωa = ωc = ωb = ω0 and Jab = Jbc = J , the
transmission coefficients between cavity a and cavity c
are given as

Ta→c(ω) = |S21(ω)|2

=

∣∣∣∣∣−i
√
κaκc

[
J2 + eiθJac

(
δ + iκb

2

)]
D(ω)

∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (13)

and

Tc→a(ω) = |S12(ω)|2

=

∣∣∣∣∣−i
√
κaκc

[
J2 + e−iθJac

(
δ + iκb

2

)]
D(ω)

∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (14)

where δ = ω − ω0 and

D(ω) = 2cos(θ)J2Jac + J2
ac

(
δ +

iκb

2

)
+ J2

(
δ +

iκc

2

)
−

(
δ +

iκa

2

)
×

[
−J2 +

(
δ +

iκb

2

)(
δ +

iκc

2

)]
. (15)

According to the transmission coefficients (13), one can
find the optimal parameter condition for the ideal nonre-
ciprocal transmission. It is also an essential prerequisite
for the preparation of nonreciprocal PB. Under the con-
dition of κa = κc = κ, the complete transmission from
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FIG. 2. Classical nonreciprocal transmission and quantum nonreciprocal 1PB induced by the loss of cavity b. (a) Transmission
coefficients Ta→c (red solid curve) and Tc→a (blue dashed curve) as a function of the detuning ∆/κ in a two-cavity nonlinear
system without the auxiliary cavity b. (b) Ta→c and Tc→a versus the detuning ∆/κ for different loss strengths of the auxiliary
cavity b (κb/κ = 0, 1) in a three-cavity nonlinear system. (c) Classical isolation I = |Ta→c − Tc→a| as a function of the
detuning ∆/κ and the loss κb/κ. The inset shows the Ta→c and Tc→a versus the loss κb/κ for a fixed detuning ∆ = 0.5κ.

(d) Equal-time second-order correlation functions g
(2)
a→c(0) and g

(2)
c→a(0) versus the detuning ∆/κ in the two-cavity system. (e)

g
(2)
a→c(0) and g

(2)
c→a(0) versus the detuning ∆/κ for different loss strengths κb (κb/κ = 0, 1) in the three-cavity system. (f)

Quantum nonreciprocal ratio R as a function of the ∆/κ and the loss κb/κ. The inset shows g
(2)
a→c(0) and g

(2)
c→a(0) versus the

loss κb/κ for a fixed detuning ∆ = 0.5κ. The other parameters are chosen as κa = κc = κ, Jab = Jbc = Jac =
√
2κ/2, Ω = 0.1κ,

Ua = Uc = 5κ, and θ = −π/4.

cavity a to cavity c (i.e. Ta→c = 1 and Tc→a = 0) takes
place when

δ =
κ

2tan(θ)
, Jac = − κ

2sin(θ)
, J = ±Jac, κb = κ, (16)

and the complete transmission from cavity c to cavity a
(i.e. Ta→c = 0 and Tc→a = 1) occurs when

δ = − κ

2tan(θ)
, Jac =

κ

2sin(θ)
, J = ±Jac, κb = κ. (17)

III. LOSS-INDUCED NONRECIPROCAL
PHOTON BLOCKADE

We first analyze the light transmission. To precisely
obtain the transmission coefficients, we numerically solve
the equations (5). We assume parameter as ∆a = ∆c =
∆b = ∆, κa = κc = κ, Ua = Uc = 5κ, Ω = 0.1κ and
θ = −π/4, and use optimal parameter condition Jab =

Jbc = Jac =
√
2κ/2. If the auxiliary cavity b is absent,

the system consists of two identical nonlinear resonators

coupled to each other. The transmission coefficients Ta→c

(red solid curve) and Tc→a (blue dashed curve) versus
the detuning ∆/κ are shown in Figure 2(a). Obviously,
nonreciprocity is absent in such a two-cavity system even
with strong Kerr nonlinearity, i.e., Ta→c = Tc→a. This
is because that photons are occupied predominantly in
one-photon state, which is nearly unaffected by the Kerr
nonlinearity.

Surprisingly, by introducing a auxiliary lossy cavity b,
the three-cavity system may exhibit huge nonreciproc-
ity among the transmitted photons. As shown in Fig-
ure 2(b), for a three-cavity system with κb ≈ κ, photons
can be almost completely transmitted from cavity a to
cavity c (i.e. Ta→c ≈ 1), but there is almost no photon
transmission in the reverse direction (i.e. Tc→a ≈ 0). To
show the loss-induced nonreciprocal transmission more
clearly, we introduce the isolation I = |Ta→c − Tc→a|
and show I as a function of ∆/κ and κb/κ in the in Fig-
ure 2(c). The maximum isolation occurs at the points of
∆/κ ≈ 0.5 and κb/κ = 1, consistent with the results of
the optimal conditions in equation (16). Physically, this
nonreciprocity stems from the destructive interference of
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FIG. 3. Nonreciprocal 2PB engineered by the loss of cavity b.

(a, b) Equal-time second-order [g
(2)
a→c(0), g

(2)
c→a(0)] and third-

order [g
(3)
a→c(0), g

(3)
c→a(0)] correlation functions as functions of

the loss κb/κ for a fixed detuning ∆ = 0.5κ. (c) The devia-
tions of the photon distribution Pm to the standard Poisson
distribution Pm versus the photon number m at a fixed de-
tuning ∆ = 0.5κ and different loss strengths κb/κ = 1, 1.25.
The other parameters are the same ones in Figure 2.

the two transmission channels: c → a and c → b → a,
leading to the sharp reduction of one-photon population
in cavity a and Tc→a ≈ 0.

By analysing the numerator of equation (13), one can
find a straightforward condition for nonreciprocal trans-
mission: Jac|δ + iκb/2| = J2, ϕ − θ = π + 2nπ or
ϕ+ θ = π + 2nπ, where ϕ = arg(δ + iκb/2) is the phase
lag [63] induced by the loss and n is the integer. The
phase lag ϕ is the dominant factor in the phase matching
condition for the destructive two-channel interference,
and it is primarily dependent of the ratio between loss
and detuning of the cavity b. Thus the loss engineering
of the auxiliary cavity can provide an enticing avenue
for manipulating the nonreciprocity. The loss-induced
nonreciprocal optical transmission [63, 64] has also been
predicted in a linear multi-mode system.

Besides nonreciprocal optical transmission, nonrecip-
rocal quantum correlation may appear as a result of
combining loss engineering and Kerr nonlinearity. We
analyze the equal-time second-order and third-order cor-
relation functions under the optimal parameters [Equa-
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FIG. 4. Inhomogeneous reduction of photon population in
different photon states in the bidirectional photon transmis-
sion. (a-c) Photon distributions Pm (m = 1, 2, 3) versus the
loss of auxiliary cavity κb/κ for a fixed detuning ∆ = 0.5κ in
the bidirectional transmission of photons. The other param-
eters are the same ones in Figure 2.

tion (16)]. Figures 2(d-f) show the equal-time second-

order correlation functions g
(2)
a→c(0) and g

(2)
c→a(0) in a two-

cavity device and a three-cavity system. If the loss en-
gineering of cavity b is absent, that is, cavity b is ab-

sent or κb = 0, as shown in Figure 2(d, e), the g
(2)
a→c(0)

and g
(2)
c→a(0) are reciprocal regardless of the transmis-

sion directions. At the same time, the strong 1PB

[{g(2)a→c(0), g
(2)
c→a(0)} ≪ 1] may appear in both driving

directions. The physical mechanism of the 1PB is the
anharmonic energy spectra of cavities (a, c) caused by
the Kerr nonlinearity. The resonance absorption of one
photon will block the entry of subsequent photons, thus
the second photon is excluded from the cavity.
In contrast, for the system with the loss engineering,

κb = κ, the second-order correlation g
(2)
a→c(0) and g

(2)
c→a(0)

can exhibit giant nonreciprocity, see Figure 2(e). The

1PB can be generated [i.e., g
(2)
a→c(0) ≪ 1], for the pho-

tons transmitted from cavity a to c, whereas it is almost

completely suppressed [i.e., g
(2)
c→a(0) ≫ 1] in the reverse

direction. To see the loss-induced nonreciprocal quan-
tum correlation more clearly, we introduce the quantum
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nonreciprocal ratio R = |(g(2)a→c(0)−g
(2)
c→a(0))/(g

(2)
a→c(0)+

g
(2)
c→a(0))|. The R = 1 (R = 0) corresponds to the ideal
nonreciprocal 1PB (the disappearance of the quantum
nonreciprocity). The R versus the ∆/κ and the κb/κ is
shown in Figure 2(f). We find that the locations where
perfect nonreciprocal 1PB occurs are essentially the same
as the ideal nonreciprocal transmission. It implies that
the strong 1PB is accompanied by a high transmission
coefficient. At the same time, the significant quantum
nonreciprocity with difference in correlation functions up
to 5 orders of magnitude for photons transmitted from
opposite directions, see the inset graph in Figure 2(f).

By further refining the loss parameter, nonreciprocal
2PB can also be achieved. In Figures 3(a, b), we plot

the second-order g
(2)
a→c(0) and g

(2)
c→a(0), and third-order

correlation functions g
(3)
a→c(0) and g

(3)
c→a(0) as functions of

the loss κb/κ at a fixed detuning ∆/κ = 0.5. Fixing the

loss around κb/κ = 1.25, we find that 1PB [g
(2)
a→c(0) < 1]

emerges by driving the system from the left side, while

we have 2PB [g
(2)
c→a(0) > 1 and g

(3)
c→a(0) < 1] by driving

the system from the right side. The nonreciprocal 1PB
is further reproduced at κb/κ = 1. The nonreciprocity
of 1PB and 2PB can also be confirmed by comparing
the photon-number distribution Pa,c(m) and the Poisson
distribution Pa,c(m). From Figures 3(c) (iv), we find that
Pa(2) is enhanced while Pa(m > 2) are suppressed by
driving the system from right side. As a sharp contrast,
only Pc(1) is enhanced in the opposite drive direction [see
Figures 3(c) (iii)]. Similar phenomenon for nonreciprocal
1PB can be found in Figures 3(c) (i, ii).

The physical mechanism of nonreciprocal PB can be
explained as follows. Since the same anharmonicity of
the energy spectrum exists in two nonlinear resonators (a
and c), two-channel quantum interference is responsible
for observing strong nonreciprocal PB. The loss engineer-
ing of the auxiliary cavity b can lead to different phase
matching condition for the destructive interference in the
bidirectional photons transmission. By driving the cav-
ity a, see Figure 1(b), due to lack of the perfect phase
matching condition for destructive quantum interference
in the indicated cavities, the photons are transmitted to

cavity c completely. And the 1PB [g
(2)
a→c(0) ≪ 1] appears

due to the anharmonicity of the energy spectrum in the
cavity c. In contrast, when the system is driven from the
opposite direction, see Figure 1(c), the phase match con-
dition is satisfied. The direct photons transmission from
cavity c to a will be reduced by the destructive quantum
interference with the indirect paths, i.e., c → b → a, thus
the output light can exhibit bunching effect.

In Figure 4, we further show the photon distribution
Pm (m = 1, 2, 3) versus the loss κb/κ for a fixed detuning
∆ = 0.5κ in the bidirectional transmission of photons.
As shown in Figure 4(c), due to the destructive quantum
interference, the sharp reduction of population is mainly
reflected in the one-photon state (P1) in cavity a. At the
same time, the multi-photon state population (P2, P3)
are not reduced equally, shown in Figure 4(a, b), thus
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FIG. 5. Reversing the direction of nonreciprocity by manip-
ulating the relative phase θ between the two nonlinear cav-
ities. Transmission isolation I and quantum nonreciprocal
ratio R as functions of the detuning ∆/κ and the loss κb/κ.
(c) Transmission coefficients Ta→c (red solid curve) and Tc→a

(blue dashed curve), and second-order correlation functions

g
(2)
a→c(0) (red solid curve) and g

(2)
c→a(0) (blue dashed curve)

versus the preset phase θ/π for a fixed detuning ∆ = 0.5κ
and loss κb = κ. The other parameters are the same ones in
Figure 2.

the output light for the cavity a exhibits bunching ef-

fect, i.e., g
(2)
c→a(0) ≈ 2P a

2 /(P
a
1 )

2 ≫ 1. Similarly, the non-

reciprocal 2PB, g
(2)
c→a(0) ≈ 2P a

2 /(P
a
1 )

2 > 1, g
(3)
c→a(0) ≈

6P a
2 /(P

a
1 )

3 < 1 and g
(2)
a→c(0) ≈ 2P c

2/(P
c
1 )

2 < 1, also orig-
inates from different reductions of the photon population
in different photon states, modulated by loss engineering.
By changing the preset phase θ, the direction of nonre-

ciprocity in both classical and quantum regimes can also
be reversed under the loss engineering. In Figures 5(a,b),
we show the classical isolation I and quantum nonre-
ciprocal ratio R versus the detuning ∆/κ and the loss
κb/κ. We find that the maximum I and R corresponds
to two phases θ for a optimal κb. To understand this phe-
nomenon, the transmission coefficients and second-order
correlation functions for both directions are further plot-
ted as functions of preset phase θ at a fixed ∆ = 0.5κ and
κb = κ in Figures 5(c). We find Ta→c ≈ 0 and Tc→a ≈ 1
around phase θ = π/4, and Ta→c ≈ 1 and Tc→a ≈ 0 with

phase θ = 3π/4. More importantly, we get g
(2)
a→c(0) ≫ 1

and g
(2)
c→a(0) ≪ 1 for phase θ = π/4, and g

(2)
a→c(0) ≪ 1

and g
(2)
c→a(0) ≫ 1 with phase θ = 3π/4. In other words,

we can realized nonreciprocal 1PB with high transmis-
sion coefficient in different directions with suitable phase
θ: that is, a → c for θ = 3π/4, and c → a for θ = π/4.
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We noted that the nonreciprocity based on quantum
interference have also been proposed via the synthetic
magnetism in a cyclic three-mode system [12–14]. The
condition of interference is modulated by the phase dif-
ferences of the driving lasers, and the nonreciprocity
is almost not affected by the loss of the auxiliary cav-
ity. Meanwhile, we also note that by operating dissipa-
tive couplings, nonreciprocal magnon blockade has been
demonstrated [41]. The mechanism for the nonreciproc-
ity is inhomogeneous broadenings of the energy levels in
different driving directions [41], and therefore is different
from the one we have considered.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In summary, we have demonstrated that the introduc-
tion of the loss of an auxiliary resonator yields an excep-
tional capability to achieve a novel form of nonreciprocal
quantum correlations, termed nonreciprocal PB, within
a dissipative three-cavity configuration comprising two
nonlinear cavities and a linear cavity. This nonreciproc-
ity manifests in both the classical regime (nonrecipro-
cal transmission) and the quantum regime (nonrecipro-
cal PB). Through the interplay of loss-induced quantum
interference and the anharmonicity of the energy spec-
trum arising from nonlinearity, we have identified that
1PB characterized by a high transmission coefficient, and
2PB, can be selectively realized by driving the system

from one direction while being inhibited from the other.
Furthermore, our findings illustrate the ability to con-
trol the direction of nonreciprocity in both classical and
quantum regimes by tuning the relative phase between
the two nonlinear cavities.
This work expands the exploration of loss-induced ef-

fects into the quantum nonreciprocal regime, holding po-
tential applications in chiral and topological quantum
optics. In a broader context, our work serves as inspira-
tion for further explorations in quantum nonreciprocity,
encompassing areas such as nonreciprocal macroscopic
quantum superposition [65, 66], quantum squeezing [67],
and other types of quantum correlations [68], all achieved
through loss engineering.
Acknowledgements. The authors thank Yong-

Chun Liu, Xun-Wei Xu and Jian Tang for helpful
discussions. C.L. is supported by the National Key
Research and Development Program of China (Grant
No.2022YFA1404104) and the National Natural Science
Foundation of China (NSFC, Grant No. 12025509). H.J.
is supported by the NSFC (Grant Nos. 11935006 and
11774086), the Hunan Provincial Major SciTech Pro-
gram (Grant No. 2023ZJ1010) and the Science and Tech-
nology Innovation Program of Hunan Province (Grant
No. 2020RC4047). L.-M.K. is supported by the NSFC
(Grant Nos. 12247105, 12175060, and 11935006), and
XJ-Lab key project (Grant No. 23XJ02001). B.L. is sup-
ported by the NSFC (Grant No. 12347136) and the Na-
tional Funded Postdoctoral Researcher Program (Grant
No. GZC20231726).

[1] Jalas, D. et al. What is–and what is not–an optical iso-
lator. Nature Photon. 7, 579–582 (2013).
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